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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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20 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 
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application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
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Response to Amendment 

1. Applicant's arguments filed on October 6, 2003 have been 
considered and are deemed persuasive. However, they are moot in 
view of the new ground (s) of rejection, 

• Claims 8, 20 and 24 are previously cancelled. 

• Claims 1-7, 9-19, 21-23 and 25-30 are presented for 
examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms 
the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office 
action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made . 

2. Claims 1-7, 9-19,21-23 and 25-30 are rejected under 35 
U.S-C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over David et al, hereafter 
""David" (6449632) in view of Barton et al (6490722). 

As per claim 1,11 and 15, David teaches a method, apparatus and a 
machine readable -medium, comprising: 
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receiving meta-data broadcast by a server system (Broadcast 
center 120) at a client system (user stations 100 and col. 6, 
lines 24-28), the meta-data including a plurality of data files 
to be broadcast later by the server system [fig. 3 and col. 7, 
lines 38-67 and col. 10, lines 34-65]; 

generating ratings for each of the plurality of data files 
via the client system based on existing attribute rating data 
stored by the client system and common attributes contained in 
the meta-data for that data file [fig. 3; Col. 7, lines 50 to 
Col. 8, line 2 and col. 10, lines 34-65]; 

selecting, via the client system, one or more of the 
plurality of data files described by the meta-data to store based 
on the ratings generated for the plurality of the files [user 
elects/selects to receive broadcast items matching certain 
criteria deemed to be of interest to the user col. 7, lines 38- 
67] ; and 

selectively storing, by via the client system, the selected 
one or more of the plurality of data files in response to a later 
broadcast of those data files by the server system [Col. 7, lines 
50 to Col. 8, line 2] . 

Although David et al shows substantial features of the claimed 
invention, he does not explicitly meta-data including attributes 
describing the content of respective data files 

Nonetheless, this feature is well known in the art and would have 
been an obvious modification of the system disclosed by David et 
al, as evidenced by Barton et al USPN. (6490722) . 
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In analogous art, Barton et al whose invention includes a 
television viewing information transmission and collection system 
that improves the ability of the individual viewer to select 
television programs, disclose a meta-data including attributes 
describing the content of respective data files [Col. 5, lines 
24-37 and col. 14, lines 60 to col. 15, line 27] . 
Giving the teaching of Barton et al, a person of ordinary skill 
in the art would have readily recognized the desirability and the 
advantage of modifying David et al by employing the system of 
Barton et al for the advantage of including a wealth of 
information about each particular program such as title, 
description, actors, rating so that individual attribute may 
result in the generation of a preference object [Col. 17, lines 
29-47] . 

Barton further teaches generating ratings (col. 25, lines 7-15) 
and storing selected files (col. 15, lines 49 to col. 16, line 
16] . 

As per claims 6, David teaches the invention wherein the 
plurality of data files comprise at least one of video 
information, graphical information, audio information, multi 
media information or textual information [Col. 10, line 34-52] . 

As per claim 7,19 and 23, David teaches a method and apparatus 
and a machine readable -medium, comprising: 
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broadcasting meta-data to one or more client systems (user 
stations 100) , the meta-data including a plurality of data files 
to be broadcast later by the server system [Fig. 3 and col. 7, 
lines 38-49 and col. 10, lines 34-65]; and 

broadcasting a meta-data broadcast schedule prior to 
broadcasting the metadata, the meta-data broadcast schedule to 
indicate a time when the meta-data is to be subsequently 
broadcast [user selects an item matching certain criteria, or an 
item broadcast at a particular time col. 6, lines 24-36 and col. 
7, lines 38-64] . 

As for the metadata including attribute data describing the 
content of respective data files see the rejection made on claims 
1, 11 and 15 above. 

As per claims 9, 21 and 25, Barton et al teaches the invention 
further comprising broadcasting a data file broadcast schedule to 
indicate a time when each one of the plurality of data files is 
to be broadcast later [col. 14, lines 52-65 and col. 16, lines 
53-62] . 

As per claims 10,14,18,22 and 26, David teaches the invention 
wherein the plurality of data files comprise at least one of 
video information, graphical information, audio information, 
multi media information or textual information [Col. 4, line 55- 
64] . 



Application/Control Number: 09/533,048 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2153 

As per claim 27, David teaches a system, comprising: 
a broadcast server [Fig. 1, 120 and 160]; 

one or more client systems coupled to the broadcast server 
[Fig. 1, user stations 100] ; 

wherein the broadcast server is coupled to broadcast 
meta-data to the one or more client systems [col. 6, lines 24- 
28), the meta-data including a plurality of data files to be 
broadcast later by the server system [fig. 3 shows a profile 
depicted as a tree, col. 7, lines 38-49 and col. 10, lines 34-65] 

wherein each client system is coupled to generate ratings 
for each of the plurality of data files based on existing 
attribute ratings data stored by the client system and common 
attributes contained in the meta-data for that data file and to 
select one or more of the plurality of data files to store based 
on the ratings generated for the plurality of data files [Fig. 3 
; Col. 7, lines 50 to Col. 8, line 2 and col. 10 , lines 34-65]; 

wherein the broadcast system is further coupled to broadcast 
the plurality of data files [col. 6, lines 24-43 and col. 10 , 
lines 34-65] ; 

wherein each client system is coupled to selectively store 
the selected one or more of the plurality of data files broadcast 
by the server system [Col. 7, lines 50 to Col. 8, line 2]. 
As for the metadata including attribute data describing the 
content of respective data files see the rejection made on claims 
1, 11 and 15 above. 
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As per claim 28, David teaches a system of wherein the one or 
more client systems coupled to the broadcast server through a 
network [Fig. 1] . 

As per claim 29, David teaches system wherein the one or more 
client systems coupled to the broadcast server through a radio 
transmission through the atmosphere [Fig. 1 and col. 6, lines 10- 
36] . 

As per claim 30, David teaches system wherein communications 
between the one or more client systems and the broadcast server 
are uni-directional [Fig. 1 and col. 6, lines 10-36]]. 

3. Claims 2-5 and 12,13,16 and 17 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over David et al (6449632) over 
David et al, hereafter ~David" (6449632) in view of Barton et 
al (6490722) and further in view of Tomita et al USPGPUB 
(20010013127) . 

As per claim 2, David and Barton et al teach the claimed 
invention as explained above. David and Barton et al doe not 
teach explicitly activating a client system. However, Tomita et 
al whose invention is about a device for sending broadcast - 
program information to a plurality of terminal devices via a 
network, teach a system that activates a client device to 
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display the listing of received broadcast programs [paragraphs 
0011-0012] . 

Giving the teaching of Tomita et al, a person of ordinary skill 
in the art would have readily recognized the desirability and 
the advantage of modifying David and Barton et al by employing 
the system of Tomita in order to receive and display the 
listings of broadcast programs on display screens of the 
terminal devices automatically [paragraph 0007] 

As per claim 3, David teaches the method of claim 2 further 
comprising receiving a meta-data broadcast schedule broadcast by 
the server [col. 6, lines 24-28 and Col. 7, lines 50 to Col. 8, 
line 2] , while Tomita et al teach the client system activated in 
response to the meta-data broadcast schedule to receive the 
meta-data broadcast [paragraphs 0011-0012] . 

As per claim 4, Tomita et al teach the method further comprising 
activating a client system prior to a broadcast time of each one 
of the selected one or more of the plurality of data files 
broadcast by the server system [paragraphs 0009-0013]. 

As per claim 5, Tomita et al teach the method comprising 
receiving a broadcast schedule of the plurality of data files 
broadcast by the server, the client system activated in response 
to the broadcast schedule of the plurality of data files prior to 
the broadcast of each one of the selected one or more of the 
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plurality of data files by the server system [paragraphs 0009- 
0013] . 

As per claim 12 and 16, David teaches the system wherein the 
processor is further caused to receive a meta-data broadcast 
schedule broadcast by the server [col. 6, lines 24-28 and Col. 7, 
lines 50 to Col. 8, line 2]; and 

As per the limitation to activate the apparatus in response 
to the meta-data broadcast schedule prior to the meta-data 
broadcast [see the rejection on claims 2 and 3 above] . 

As per claims 13 and 17, David teaches the system wherein the 
processor is further caused to receive a broadcast schedule of 
the plurality of data files broadcast by the server [col. 6, 
lines 24-28 and Col. 7, lines 50 to Col. 8, line 2]; and 

As to the limitation of activating the apparatus in response 
to the broadcast schedule of the plurality of data files prior to 
the broadcast of each one of the selected one or more of the 
plurality of data files by the server system [see the rejection 
on claims 2 and 4 above] . 



Conclusion 



4. The prior made of record and not relied upon is consi 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Yasin 
Barqadle whose telephone number is 703-305-5971. The examiner 
can normally be reached on 9:00 AM to 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, 
the examiner's supervisor, Glenn Burgess can be reached on 703- 
305-4792. The fax phone numbers for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9306 for 
regular communications and 703-746-7238 for After Final 
communications . 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of 
this application or proceeding should be directed to the 
receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3900. 
Yasin Barqadle 
Art Unit 2153 




